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REMARKS 

With the forgoing amendment, claims 45-t8 are pending in the application, with claun 45 
being in independent form. Based on the following remarks. Applicant respectfiiUy requests that 
the Examiner reconsider all outstanding objections and rejections, and that they be withdrawn. 



Drawings 



The drawings are objected to because figures 8A, 8B. 13A, 13B, 14A, 14B, 15A, 15B, 
I6A and 16B are not described in the specification. With the foregoing amendmeiit, AppUca^t 
has amended the specification to refer to the above mentioned figures. Applicant, therefore, 
respectfully requests that the objection to the drawings be withdrawn. 

Claim Rejectio ns 35 U.S.C. 1 12. flrst naraff mph 

At paragraph 3 of the Office Action, claims 45-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2. first 
paragraph as containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to enable one skifled in the art to which it pertains to make and/or use the invention. 

The test of enablement is whether one reasonably skilled in the art could make or use the 
invention fiom the disclosures in the patent coupled with infomiation known in the art without 
undue experimentation. See M.P.E.P. § 2164.01, To satisfy the enablement requirement, the 
specification need only disclose at least one method for making and using the claimed invention 
that beats a reasonable correlation to the entire scope of tiie claim. SeeMJ>.E.P. S 2lfi4 ni ( K> 

Applicants respectfully submit that the specification discloses at least one method for 
making and using the claimed invention that bears a reasonable correlation to the entire scope of 
clamis 45-48. As one example, figures 14A and 14B illustrate one embodiment of the invention. 
These figures illusti^tes the embodiment in sufficient detail to enable one reasonably skilled in 
the art to make and use the embodiment witiiout undue experimentation. Moreover the 
description of figures 14Aand 14B. which can be found on page 1 9 of ti.e specification. furUter 
enableonereasonablyskilledinthearttomakeandusetheinvention. Ihere are numerous oti,er 
figures and sections ofthe specification. Which Applicants could point to. that would enableone 
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reasonably skilled in the art to make and use the other embodiments of the invention without 
undue experimentation. Applicants, fl^erefore, respectfully request that enablement rejection of 
claims 45-48 be withdrawn. 

To assist the Examiner in understanding different embodiments of the invention. 
Applicants will answer the some of the questions posed by the Examiner. 

Question I: The disclosure of the invention does not provide as to how electricity will be 
generated Is it due to the vertical motion of shaft 42. which in turn wiU make the coil and the 

magnet create a magnetic field? 

First, the Examiner should appreciate that there are sevml different embodiments of the 
mventron described in the specification, and each different embodiment may have adi&rent 
mechanism for generating the electricity. For example, figures 1, 14B. 15B. 16B.17, 18. and 19 
each lUustrate adi^ embodiment of the invention, and each of these different embodiments 
may generate electricity in a different way. Furthem^ore. anyone with a basic knowledge of the 
electro-mechanical arts will ^preciate that it is weU within the ability of a person reasonably 
skilled m the art to generate electricity using any one of the embodiments. TTie basic point is 
that, for example, in figures 14-16 theprime mover 40 causes movement of piston 42 or shaft 

42A. ApersonreasonablyskilledintheartcouldeasUyconvertthemechanicalmovementof 
piston/shaft 42 into electricity. In fact, figur. 17 explicitly illustrates on possible way to convert 
mechanical motion into electricity. 

Question 2: "How the generator will switch places by been on top of theprime mover 40 
('''^fig^^ Wand then infigure 15 the generator is below theprime mover." 

Figures 15 and 16 illustrate two different embodiments of the invention. Thus, the 
Examiner's question is not applicable. 

Question 3: "Also, the disclosure mentions that the buoyant tank is below the water, yet 
m figure J , the buoyant tank is above the surface. " 

The examiner is feiling to appreciate that the specification describes several different 
embodiments. In some embodiments (e.g., the embodiment shown in FIG. 1). .he tank is only 
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the pnme mover is completely submerged. 

Claim Rejections nnder 3S II S Q. 112. second p,».p.orf. 

A*P^graph3oftheOfficeActior,cIaims45-48axe,^ectedunder35USC 112 
secondparagraphasbebgindefinite. Applicant respectfully ti^verses this rejection. 

Claim 45 is not indefinite. Claim 45 clearly recites that the Wis substantially 
perpendicular to the direction of flow of thec^t Moreover, there isnothingindefi^^^ 
the tenn ^<sj^r^ pen,endicular." "The tenn 'substantially, is ofte. used in conjunction 
with another term to describe a particular characteristic of the claimed invention." M.P^.P ^ 
21M. lathis case, thephrase "substantially p^^^^ 

body.bemginaturbulent body of water, such as theocean. and at any given point in time, th^ 

axis may notbe exactly perpendicular to the direcUonofthe current, taldngmeff^ 

currents, etc. ^ 

aaim 46 is not indefimu. Witt «sp«, to oUim 46, tt» Exaata a*s. "how ^ to 

y. Clata4«r«itefta,to"di,ec«onoftos.is^^ed.- claim 46 does act recite 
tte conuol n-^bers ^ „v«,«i. Thus, me Examines objce«on to claim 46 is not appUcabl^ 

^'«»-'''-<Mnlto.TheExan,i„erobjectstocldm48beca«sei,is."m«hod» 
th..dep«„b ftan own, 45, which is an ".^s-clain,. However. ,h«e isnothing in 

.^epat««stat„eor.hepat««n..es,ha.p,«,„de.meaK».c,™ft™„*„i^^3,,^ 

cla».Infi.,thcNlP,RP.i.self recognizes Outs^hcWarenota^oma^cal,^ 

S^immm. N--*e'eaa.if.hcE,a„dneri«sis.s.AppUcan.wiHconsiderrecas«n. 

oUnn4Ssofl,atitdoesno,depe„dflon,cUin,45,butAppUcantwo„.dp,^to,eaveclain,48 

as It stands. 

Claim Rc|eft tions Under 15 u.s.c. 

^•■'-^•-''•^*«OfficeAcaon,clahns45^.,ereJ=«cdMd.r35U.S.C.5103aa 

oeing obvious over Cockerel] fU S 4 9 1 n «'> i ^ • r^^r . 

fUS4,a7m^ . ^.'^ '"^•^•^'^'°'«21)m view ofVowles(U.S. 6.109,209) and Arnold 
IU.S>. 4,347.036). Apphcantrespectfullytravei^es these rejections. 
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Appli«,u respecUuUy «.bmi, to, data 45 is .Uowabl. over Cock^D m view .f 
Vowte and Arnold because neid>er Cockerell, Vowles, nor Arnold, conaidered alone or in 
^mbn^aon. teacher sugge^ all om.fea^„,,,ai„ 45. 

Cockerell, Vowles, nor Amold, considered alone or in conrbinadon, «ach or suggest a prime 
n»ver comprising "a body [and] firs, and second conuol members prolruding fiom .spec«ve 

s.desof.bebody...,saidc„,^, members bei„gmom«ed for roMonin^iso^abomacommon 
axis..., as IS recited in claim 45. 

'"«^2'"'fCocke,eHCoclcerelldisclosesabody(seei,em88)andacan«,lmemb.r 
(see Assho™i„flgure24, theoonWmembergyprotades ftomasideof Orebody 
Cock^ll, however, Ms todiscloseasecoadcomrolmembertapmtmdesftomanopposite' 

s^of*ebody,asiscWmedi„claim45.Conse,uen.ly,CockereUf«Is..«achors„gges,"a 
b«iy tand] &S, and second comrol m«nbe,s promuling flom respeedve sides of fte body 
«d contol members being mounted Ibr roMon in m,ison about . common «.is •• as is ' " 

recited in claim 45. 

N«*-VowlesnorAmoldmakeupfi,r.hedrfIcie„t,eachi„gsofCocke,el,.,nflg„,eI 
ofVowles,Vowlesdisclosesabody(seeitem47). Asshowninflg„,el,afirsts,iffa,m(see 

.tem55, is com^,„„„,sidcof,heb«.y 47 andase^^ndsUffarmSSis connected to the 

opposrtesideof the b«*,47.V„wle^ however, doesnotteacborsuggestthattheflm. and 
second stiff am.s 55 are "mounted for rotation in mnson about . common axis " 

An„>lddisclosesaplmali.yofairfbils(se.iteml8). THe air foils disposed wifl,i„ a 

tame seeiteml6).,le„ is Simply no te.chingor.ugge«^nmArno.dtoarrangeafi.,.a^^ 
fc.l and a second air foil so flra. the two ai, fells proUnde from opposite sides of a body 

Conse<,»emly,neifl,erVowl.s nor Arnold make up fbr the deficient teachingsofCocke^l, 

b^auseneitherVowlesnor Arnold, alone ormcombin..ion..eachors„gges.-abody(an<i] firs. 
andsecondconholmembe.p,otrudi,gft„mrespectiveside,offl,ebody...,saidcon«,. 

m=mb.rsbei„gm„untedformtationinum»nabou.acommona=cis....--asismcitedinotaim 

^^--"-'toCockeren.Vowle^.K.rAmold.con.idetedaloneorincotnbtn.aon, 
«.h or suggest all of the features of cto 45, Applicant respecfully re,ue.. that the ,^ec«on 
ofthe present claims be Withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

All of the stated grounds of objection and rejection have been properly traversed, 
acconimodated. or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully reque^ 
m^onsxder all presently outstanding objections and injections, and that they be wiftdrawn 

Applicant beUevesthataMandconxplete reply has beenmade to the outstanding or^^ 
and, as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. 

If the Examiner beHeves. for any r^on. that personal communication will expedite 
prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at the 
number provided. 
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